Dear 1 Paul, 

The dsylay in r* i'. 
Howard to read so b 
Jvsti k.ai it and ^ 


then h 


■d p. 

f did. I have just found i 
have no desire to continue 


; what I -..*rote you 
itild counent on it 
it with :,:y cutgoir 


0/3/74 

three days ago in 1* 'cause I laid it aside for 
before I nailed it. I expected bin to do tills 
5 nail. than he was here ho used ay deal-: acre 


or. cj. caning ur>. 


t’lin kind of dispute. The kinds of dia&gree&anta that can 


ord he did not 
I raay not have 


rave a 
saaidned 


nan 

I ... .. 

havo iWnatructiVR results are good but this in not that kind. This is riot one between you 
nan me personally because 1 have not acted unilaterally* independently, in this but have 
at all tinea and on all points wor&ad with others and can recall but one suggestion not 
accepted. In trial case «jLa also disagreed with Howard's essentially minor suggestion. 

One of tii'j tilings Howard did for ae is type* the annotation because his typing is better 
than nine and it was impossible- for bil. So there? is not a single 
chance to edit and he did take full liberties. 0 erhap 3 in the rusl: 
them as carefully an I should. They do contain his revisions. 

It is, of course, principled to refuse to be part of ..hat ore does not agree with. Thus it 
can be argued that because Hirer really believes he ia the world's one para Han with all 
others his and society's eaeaifts, aa he said last night, he is principled. I don't think this 
i3 the kind of principle you have in mind but I do thing that on which you got your back up 
is not easily explained as you attempt, alleging the intent to misu se to so. S have a clear 
enough public record on this*i&ving published enough without benefit of professional editing 
and other aid. I don' t think there ia a serious case of this iu all those words. I could make 
comparisons you would find offensive, iucawdiblsa iu which you persisted. I invoke this 
unpleasan t neaa so you cah^understaud that whm it cones to sa. evaluation of judgements and I 
bad no more input froa> you it was the -record ou widen I drew to evaluate ray own when I saw 
no possibility of your fear being roal.In any event, I want to close ibis, and I do it with 
wlvt you may find avuncular and unwelcom, that you assess yourself rather than me in this and 
your refusal to test yci.tr own fears and judgements with at least four different people I 
suggested. I tested what I jj&| vii&i at least two ethers all the time. You wouln not even try 
your fears out. Sorry. If you doubt zay representation, you ur« -.telcona to consult with JJe sad 

Howard without ay knowledge. I still wonder what, you really had in rand, m 




